


















	 The	 South	 Carolina	 Department	 of	 Public	 Safety	 (SCDPS)	 and	 the	 South	 Carolina	
Department	of	Transportation	 (SCDOT)	are	pleased	 to	present	you	with	South	Carolina’s	
Strategic	Highway	Safety	Plan	 (SHSP).	The	Plan,	 entitled	Target	 Zero,	 is	 indicative	of	 the	
state’s	commitment	to	eliminating	traffic	fatalities	and	reducing	severe	injuries	over	time.	
The	 Target	 Zero	 plan	 is	 also	 an	 outstanding	 example	 of	 collaborative	 effort	 involving	
discussion	 and	 input	 among	 a	 variety	 of	 highway	 safety	 stakeholders	 in	 our	 great	 state.	
This	 collaboration	 involved	 consultation	with	 the	 appropriate	 federal	 partners	 and	 state	
agency	heads,	as	well	as	 representatives	of	 the	South	Carolina	Highway	Patrol,	 the	South	
Carolina	 State	 Transport	 Police,	 local	 law	 enforcement	 agencies,	 and	 those	 involved	 in	
highway	 safety	 education	 and	 engineering	 efforts.	 	 Additional	 collegial	 and	 collaborative	
input	was	 received	 in	 the	 context	 of	 SCDOT	 and	 SCDPS	 staff	 participating	 in	 a	 series	 of	
public	 information	 meetings	 that	 included	 representatives	 and	 officials	 of	 regional	 and	
metropolitan	 planning	 organizations;	 major	 modes	 of	 transportation;	 railroad‐highway	
grade	 crossing	 safety;	 non‐motorized	 users;	 county	 transportation;	 and	 other	 Federal,	
State,	tribal,	and	local	safety	organizations.		
	




Enforcement,	 Education,	 and	 Emergency	 Medical	 Services.	 Performance	 measures	 and	
goals	were	established,	as	well	as	processes	for	evaluating	progress	toward	meeting	these	
goals.	The	plan	covers	a	four‐year	period,	from	2015	to	2018,	and	will	be	evaluated	on	an	

















































South	 Carolina’s	 Strategic	 Highway	 Safety	 Plan,	 or	 SHSP,	 is	 a	 statewide,	
comprehensive	 safety	 plan	 that	 provides	 a	 coordinated	 framework	 toward	 eliminating	
deaths	 and	 reducing	 severe	 injuries	 on	 South	 Carolina’s	 public	 roads.	 This	 coordination	
requires	combining	and	sharing	resources	and	focusing	efforts	on	areas	with	the	greatest	
potential	 for	 improvement.	 The	 SHSP	 strategically	 establishes	 statewide	 priorities	 and	
identifies	 critical	 emphasis	 areas	 which	 were	 identified	 through	 detailed	 analysis	 of	
statewide	 crash	data.	 	 The	development	of	 the	 SHSP	was	 also	performed	 in	 consultation	
with	 federal,	state,	 local,	and	private‐sector	safety	stakeholders.	The	strategies	developed	
involve	 the	 4	 Es	 of	 safety	 (i.e.,	 Engineering,	 Enforcement,	 Education,	 and	 Emergency	
Medical	Services).	
In	2011,	the	Director	of	the	SC	Department	of	Public	Safety	(SCDPS),	who	also	serves	
as	 the	 Governor’s	 Representative	 for	 Highway	 Safety	 in	 South	 Carolina,	 announced	 the	
Agency’s	goal	of	zero	traffic‐related	deaths	for	the	State.		This	goal,	also	strongly	supported	
by	 the	 South	 Carolina	 Department	 of	 Transportation	 (SCDOT)	 and	 the	 South	 Carolina	
Department	of	Motor	Vehicles,	became	the	starting	point	for	the	State’s	update	of	the	SHSP,	
entitled	Target	Zero.	
The	Emphasis	Areas	presented	 in	 this	updated	SHSP	were	 identified	using	a	data‐
driven	process	consisting	of	extensive	analysis	of	fatal	and	severe	injury	collision	data	from	
2008	to	2012.	 	This	analysis	revealed	the	following	areas	to	be	addressed	in	the	updated	






As	 mentioned	 previously,	 this	 update	 is	 the	 product	 of	 a	 multi‐Agency	 Steering	
Committee	 comprised	 of	 members	 from	 the	 Education,	 Enforcement,	 and	 Engineering	
sectors.	 While	 agreeing	 to	 utilize	 a	 data‐driven	 approach	 to	 identify	 the	 nine	 Emphasis	
Areas,	 priority	 categories	may	have	differed	among	 the	Agencies,	 due	 to	 their	 respective	
overall	missions.		For	the	SCDPS,	the	focus	is	centered	around	enforcement	and	education	











In	 2007,	 the	 Strategic	 Highway	 Safety	 Plan	 (SHSP)	 entitled	 The	 Roadmap	 to	 Safety	 was	
developed	 in	 compliance	 with	 federal	 law	 under	 the	 Safe,	 Accountable,	 Flexible,	 and	
Efficient	Transportation	Equity	Act	 –	A	Legacy	 for	Users	 (SAFETEA‐LU).	 South	Carolina’s	
2007	 SHSP	 was	 developed	 cooperatively	 among	 the	 South	 Carolina	 Department	 of	
Transportation	(SCDOT),	the	South	Carolina	Department	of	Public	Safety	(SCDPS)	and	the	

















Through	 collaborative	 efforts	 among	 partner	 Agencies,	 the	 State	 has	 seen	 significant	












2007,	 corresponding	with	 an	 increase	 in	 the	 number	 of	 overall	 fatalities,	 the	 number	 of	
unrestrained	occupant	fatalities	has	steadily	declined	until	2012	(‐31	in	2009;	‐68	in	2010;	
and	 ‐55	 in	 2011).	 Unfortunately	 the	 number	 of	 unrestrained	 motor	 vehicle	 occupants	











2008  921 412 79.5% 
2009  894 381 81.5% 
2010  809 313 85.4% 
2011  828 258 86.0% 
2012  863 328 90.5% 
	
The	 2007	 SHSP	 identified	 Data	Management	 Information	 and	 Exchange	 as	 an	 Emphasis	
Area	 and	 strategies	 were	 outlined	 to	 improve	 the	 collection	 of	 safety	 data.	 	 One	 such	
strategy	 was	 to	 continue	 the	 development	 and	 deployment	 of	 an	 electronic	 collision	
reporting	system.		This	system,	known	as	the	South	Carolina	Collision	and	Ticket	Tracking	
System	(SCCATTS),	has	grown	exponentially	in	its	development	and	implementation	since	
2007.	 	 Starting	 in	 2010,	 the	 electronic	 collision	 report	 form	 component	 of	 SCCATTS	was	
deployed	to	the	South	Carolina	Highway	Patrol	(with	100%	compliance	by	January	2012)	
and	 has	 since	 been	 adopted	 by	 54	 local	 law	 enforcement	 agencies.	 	 Current	 estimates	





Additionally,	 the	 use	 of	 mapping	 software	 integrated	 within	 the	 electronic	 reporting	
hardware	 has	 allowed	 for	 more	 accurate	 reporting	 of	 collision	 locations.	 	 Proper	
identification	 of	 where	 a	 collision	 occurred	 is	 of	 the	 utmost	 importance	 to	 SCDOT	 for	
planning	purposes.		
	






years,	 the	 most	 recent	 FARS	 data	 provided	 by	 the	 National	 Highway	 Traffic	 Safety	


































Speed‐related	 deaths	 declined	 from	2008	 to	 2011	 (‐13	 in	 2009;	 ‐49	 in	 2010;	 and	 ‐10	 in	





















Highway	 safety	 engineering	 improvements	 targeted	 at	 high‐crash	 intersections	 and	






collisions.	 These	 measures	 included	 median	 cables,	 rumble	 strips,	 shoulder	
widening/paving,	 safety	 edge,	 high‐friction	 pavement,	 and	 open‐graded	 friction	 course	
treatment.	 Post‐project	 data	 analysis	 performed	 by	 SCDOT	 demonstrated	 a	 significant	
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Though	 the	 state	 has	 experienced	 the	 positive	 gains	 outlined	 above,	 there	 is	 still	 much	



























and	 the	 South	 Carolina	 Governor’s	 Highway	 Safety	 Representative,	 who	 serves	 as	 the	
Director	of	the	SC	Department	of	Public	Safety	(DPS),	has	resulted	in	the	state’s	adoption	of	
Target	Zero	as	the	State’s	main	goal	in	addressing	traffic‐related	deaths.	Thus,	the	State	is	
gearing	 its	 highway	 safety	 efforts	 toward	 eliminating	 traffic	 fatalities	 rather	 than	merely	
reducing	 them.	 The	 SCDPS’s	 website	 underwent	 many	 updates	 following	 the	 State’s	
adoption	 of	 the	 Target	 Zero	 initiative	 to	 highlight	 the	 Agency’s	 mission	 and	 provide	
information	for	the	public	to	view.	The	website	can	be	viewed	online.	
	
During	 the	 last	 decade,	many	 states	have	 adopted	 a	 variety	 of	 enforcement,	 engineering,	
and	 educational	 strategies	 with	 a	 view	 toward	 eliminating	 traffic	 fatalities	 on	 their	







The	 current	 federal	 transportation	 act,	 Moving	 Ahead	 for	 Progress	 in	 the	 21st	 Century	
(MAP‐21),	established	a	new	requirement	for	all	states	to	update	their	respective	Strategic	
Highway	Safety	Plans	(SHSP)	in	order	to	continue	to	qualify	for	receipt	of	Highway	Safety	



















Special	Rule	 applies,	 states	 are	 required	 to	obligate	 funds	on	 those	 specific	 roads.	Under	






When	 determining	 if	 the	 Special	 Rule	 applies	 in	 a	 state,	 the	 state	 should	 consider	 older	
drivers	and	pedestrians	collectively.	 If	 the	rate	of	 traffic	 fatalities	and	serious	 injuries	 for	





South	 Carolina	 has	 joined	 a	 number	 of	 other	 states	 in	 updating	 its	 plan	 and	 including	 a	
major	data	analysis	review.	This	review	is	performed	to	identify	areas	in	which	there	are	































outreach	 component.	 	 This	 was	 done	 by	 presenting	 a	 draft	 of	 the	 updated	 SHSP	 in	
conjunction	with	public	 information	meetings	held	 throughout	 the	 state	by	SCDOT	while	

























 County	 Community	 Coordinators	
(including	 Neighborhood	 &	
Homeowner	Associations);	


















target	are	evident.	For	example,	 roadway‐departure	crashes,	which	represent	 the	 leading	




The	 second‐leading	 crash	 type	 involved	 unrestrained	 motor	 vehicle	 occupants,	
representing	 almost	 41%	 of	 the	 total	 fatal	 and	 severe	 injury	 crashes	 during	 this	 time	
period.	 Age‐	 and	 Speed‐Related	 Collisions,	 Vulnerable	 Roadway	 Users	 (Motorcyclists,	
Pedestrians,	 Bicyclists,	 and	 Moped	 Operators),	 Intersection‐Related	 Collisions,	 Driving	
Under	 the	 Influence	of	Alcohol	 and/or	Drugs,	 and	Commercial	Motor	Vehicles	 and	Other	
















































































Data	analysis	revealed	a	 large	percentage	of	driver	 impairment	 in	 fatal	and	severe	 injury	
collisions	 in	 the	State.	 	Therefore,	 in	a	departure	 from	the	2007	SHSP,	 the	updated	SHSP	
examined	impaired	driving	as	its	own	emphasis	area.	
	
The	 Steering	 Committee	 also	 agreed	 that	 distracted	 or	 inattentive	 drivers	 should	 be	
addressed	in	the	updated	SHSP.		Data	analysis	revealed	a	great	deal	of	overlap	among	many	
















involved	 in	 motor	 vehicle	 collisions	 in	 South	 Carolina	 from	 2008	 to	 2012.	 Despite	 a	
significant	 reduction	 in	 fatalities	 from	 2008	 to	 2012	 (6.3%),	 the	most	 recent	 two	 years	











2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Severe Injuries 3513 3448 3462 3260 3390
































and	 stakeholders	 can	 use	 to	 implement	 strategies	 for	 reducing	 fatalities	 and	 serious	
injuries	in	the	State.	
	
In	 an	effort	 to	 coordinate	 the	SHSP	with	 the	 state’s	Highway	Safety	Plan	 (HSP),	 key	 staff	




















Transportation	 (SCDOT)	 are	 responsible	 for	 the	 development	 of	 the	 HSIP.	 The	 SCDPS,	
SCDOT,	 FHWA,	 and	 other	 local,	 state,	 and	 federal	 agencies	 and	 safety	 advocates	
collaborated	 on	 the	 creation	 of	 the	 Strategic	 Highway	 Safety	 Plan	 (SHSP).	 The	 state’s	
Highway	Safety	Plan,	though	developed	by	the	OHSJP,	reflects	multiple	partnerships	among	






safety	 objectives,	 strategies,	 activities,	 and	 performance	 measures.	 The	 CVSP	 aims	 to	







The	 SC	 Department	 of	 Transportation	 is	 responsible	 for	 many	 plans,	 including	
metropolitan	and	statewide	transportation	plans	and	short‐	and	long‐range	plans	that	are	
consistent	 with	 the	 SHSP’s	 goal	 of	 reducing	 crashes.	 In	 addition,	 the	 metropolitan	 and	
statewide	 transportation	 plans	 include	 sections	 on	 safety,	 inclusive	 of	 projects	 and/or	
strategies	from	the	SHSP.		
Improving	the	safety	of	the	transportation	system	is	one	of	the	planning	factors	that	federal	




The	 statewide	 transportation	 planning	 process	 is	 a	 forum	 to	 facilitate	 transportation	
decision‐making.	 States	 are	 required	 to	 conduct	 continuing,	 comprehensive,	 and	





South	 Carolina	 Statewide	 Comprehensive	 Multimodal	 Transportation	 Plan	 provides	 a	
comprehensive	 analysis	 of	 transportation	 needs	 through	 the	 year	 2040.	 In	 addition,	 the	
plan	 includes	 specific	 modal	 elements,	 such	 as	 the	 Interstate	 Plan,	 Strategic	 Corridors	
Network	 Plan,	 Freight	 Plan,	 Rail	 Plan,	 Public	 Transit	 Plan,	 and	 the	 Human	 Services	
Coordination	Plans.	
The	South	Carolina	Statewide	Transportation	 Improvement	Program	(STIP)	 is	 the	 state’s	
six‐year	transportation	improvement	program	for	all	projects	or	program	areas	receiving	
federal	 funding,	 including	 bridge	 replacements,	 safety,	 roadway	 resurfacing,	 interstate	
maintenance	 and	 upgrades,	 primary	 and	 secondary	 road	 system	 upgrades,	 federal	 lands	
projects,	 transportation	 alternatives,	 congestion	 mitigation	 and	 air	 quality,	 and	 public	
transportation.	The	STIP	covers	all	 federally	funded	improvements	for	which	funding	has	
been	 approved	 and	 that	 are	 expected	 to	 be	 undertaken	 during	 the	 upcoming	 six‐year	
period.	
Metropolitan	transportation	planning	is	the	process	of	examining	travel	and	transportation	
issues	 and	 needs	 in	 metropolitan	 areas.	 	 In	 metropolitan	 areas	 with	 populations	 over	
50,000,	 the	 responsibility	 for	 transportation	 planning	 lies	 with	 designated	 Metropolitan	
Planning	 Organizations	 (MPO).	 An	 MPO	 is	 a	 transportation	 policy‐making	 organization	
made	 up	 of	 representatives	 from	 local	 government	 and	 transportation	 authorities.	 	 The	
role	 of	 the	MPO	 includes	 establishing	 a	 local	 forum	 for	 transportation	 decision	making;	









certain	performance	period	goals	were	established	 in	this	update	 for	 the	total	number	of	
fatalities,	 total	 number	 of	 severe	 injuries,	 the	 fatality	 rate,	 and	 the	 severe	 injury	 rate,	 as	
well	as	similar	goals	for	each	emphasis	area.		Each	update	of	the	state’s	SHSP	will	provide	




2001.	 The	 performance	 period	 for	 the	 2015‐2018	 SHSP	 establishes	 a	 goal	 of	 575	 traffic	
fatalities	by	 the	 end	of	2018,	 an	annual	 reduction	of	48	 fatalities.	 	The	 figure	below	also	
includes	a	trend	line	based	on	the	five‐year	rolling	average	of	traffic	fatalities	since	2001.		




Targets	set	 in	other	State	safety	plans,	such	as	 the	HSIP	and	the	HSP,	will	most	 likely	 fall	

















































































































































































































































































































































































































































2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Severe Injuries 1384 1311 1287 1208 1247

























Maintaining	a	proper	 clear	 zone	 is	 the	 first	priority	 for	engineering	 improvements.	Clear	
zones	 allow	 enough	 area	 for	 drivers	 to	 recover	 when	 departing	 from	 the	 travel	 lane.	




Roadway	 departure	 collisions	 accounted	 for	 approximately	 43%	 of	 all	 fatal	 and	 severe	
injury	collisions	in	South	Carolina	from	2008‐2012,	resulting	in	more	than	2,100	fatalities	
and	6,400	severely	injured	persons	(Figure	13).	Nearly	one	in	two	roadway	deaths	and	one	
in	 three	 severe	 injuries	 occurred	 in	 a	 roadway	departure	 collision.	While	 the	 number	 of	
































































































































































































































































































































































































































































2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
SC 79.5% 81.5% 85.4% 86.0% 90.5%













The	 combination	 of	 air	 bags	 and	 lap	 and	 shoulder	 safety	 belts	 offers	 the	most	 effective	
safety	 protection	 available	 for	 passenger	 vehicle	 occupants.	 Research	 has	 found	 that	








The	State	of	 South	Carolina	has	 seen	a	 steady	 increase	 in	 statewide	 safety	belt	use	 rates	
since	the	passage	and	enactment	of	a	primary	safety	belt	law,	from	69.7%	in	2005	to	90.5%	
in	2012.	South	Carolina’s	observed	seat	belt	usage	rate	was	lower	than	the	national	rate	for	
2008	 and	 2009,	 but	 edged	 slightly	 higher	 in	 2010	 and	 2011,	 and	 by	 2012	 was	 4.5	
percentage	 points	 higher	 than	 the	 national	 average	 rate.	 As	 seen	 in	 Figure	 19	 below,	
observed	seat	belt	use	rates	in	South	Carolina	ranged	from	79.5%	(2008)	to	90.5%	in	2012.	
South	Carolina	 survey	 results,	 certified	by	NHTSA,	 indicated	 an	 increase	 in	 the	observed	
























2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Severe Injuries 824 716 690 591 648























Unrestrained	motor	 vehicle	 occupants	 killed	 on	 South	 Carolina	 roads	 from	2008	 to2012	

































































































Rear	 seat	 occupants	 were	 unrestrained	 in	more	 than	 half	 of	 the	 fatal	 and	 severe	 injury	














As	 seen	 in	 Table	 3	 below,	 a	 greater	 percentage	 of	motor	 vehicle	 occupants	who	 died	 in	
traffic	collisions	were	unrestrained	compared	to	those	severely	injured.		On	average,	55.5%	























































































































































































































































































































Carolina.	 	 Drivers	 in	 this	 age	 group	 have	 the	 highest	 crash	 rate	 and	 the	 highest	 rates	 of	
speeding,	 impaired	 driving,	 and	 distracted	 driving	 of	 any	 driver	 age	 group	 in	 the	 state.			






















































15‐19  482 8.4% 1,948 9.4% 1,085,043  6.5%
20‐24  726 12.6% 2,900 14.0% 1,409,076  8.4%
25‐29  624 10.9% 2,370 11.5% 1,429,461  8.5%
	
Our	Challenge	
Drivers	 aged	 15‐24	were	 involved	 in	 27%	 of	 fatal	 speed‐related	 collisions,	 compared	 to	
17.5%	of	30‐39	year	olds.		Drivers	aged	15‐24	accounted	for	23.5%	of	all	drivers	in	driving	












































































































































































































































































































Although	 age	 itself	 does	 not	 determine	 driving	 capabilities,	 older	 drivers	 can	 experience	
declines	in	their	sensory,	cognitive,	or	physical	functioning,	which	could	negatively	impact	
their	 driving	 and	may	 increase	 their	 risk	 of	 involvement	 in	 traffic	 collisions.	 	 	 In	 South	
























2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Severe Injuries 381 388 452 434 465

































Drivers	aged	65	and	older	were	 involved	 in	10.5%	of	 fatal	 collisions	 and	8.3%	of	 severe	
injury	collisions.		While	the	involvement	of	older	drivers	in	these	collisions	is	less	than	their	
































65‐69  203  3.5% 678 3.3% 1,047,373  6.2%
70‐74  156  2.7% 418 2.0% 727,575  4.3%
75‐79  116  2.0% 282 1.4% 505,187  3.0%
80‐84  73  1.3% 198 1.0% 327,173  1.9%
85‐110  59  1.0% 116 0.6% 217,530  1.3%
Total  607  10.5% 1,692 8.3% 2,824,838  16.7%
	
Drivers	aged	65	or	older	are	more	likely	than	their	younger	counterparts	to	be	involved	in	
fatal	or	severe	 injury	collisions	 that	occur	at	 intersections,	40.2%	versus	26.4%.	 	Table	7	

























































































































































































































































































In	 this	 document,	 speed‐related	 collisions	 are	 defined	 as	 those	 in	 which	 a	 contributing	
factor	 to	 the	 collision	was	either	exceeding	 the	posted	 speed	 limit	or	driving	 too	 fast	 for	
conditions	or	when	a	driver	was	charged	for	a	speed‐related	offense.		Speed‐related	actions	
or	 violations	 are	 the	 fourth	most	 common	 contributing	 factor	 in	 fatal	 and	 severe	 injury	
collisions,	 following	 roadway	 departure,	 unrestrained	motor	 vehicle	 occupants,	 and	 age‐
related	factors.		From	2008	to2012,	speeding‐related	actions	or	violations	were	involved	in	
nearly	40%	of	 fatalities	and	34%	of	 severe	 injuries.	 	This	 figure	has	been	 trending	down	
until	2012	when	the	number	of	persons	killed	in	speed‐related	collisions	increased	(+50).	
Effective	 countermeasures	 for	 reducing	 speed‐related	 collisions	 include	 education,	
enforcement,	and	engineering	strategies.	
As	 seen	 in	Table	8	below,	 speeding‐related	actions	 are	more	often	attributed	 to	 “Driving	
Too	Fast	For	Conditions”	than	“Exceeded	the	Authorized	Speed	Limit”.		Approximately	75%	
of	the	total	number	of	speed‐related	collisions	indicated	a	contributing	factor	of	driving	too	
fast	 for	 conditions,	 compared	 to	 18%	 for	 exceeding	 the	 speed	 limit.	 	 The	 remaining	
collisions	 were	 attributed	 to	 a	 speeding	 related	 charge	 (7%).	 	 Driving	 too	 fast	 for	
conditions	 is	 not	 always	 tied	 to	 road	 or	 weather	 conditions;	 more	 often	 than	 not,	 the	


















2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Severe Injuries 1229 1194 1130 1104 1118



































While	 the	 number	 of	 speed‐related	 fatal	 and	 severe	 injury	 collisions	 decreased	 in	 South	
Carolina	from	2008	to	2011,	and	at	a	greater	percent	change	than	the	total	number	of	fatal	







Year  2008  2009  2010  2011  2012  % Change '11‐'12  % Change '08‐'12 







A	 review	 of	 the	 2008‐2012	 fatal	 and	 severe	 injury	 speed‐related	 collisions	 shows	 these	










of Total 2008  2009  2010  2011  2012 
Interstate  114  130  111 133 139 627 11.6% 
US Primary  199  205  195 191 212 1002 18.5% 
SC Primary  248  212  239 211 197 1107 20.5% 
Secondary  511  476  418 374 429 2208 40.8% 
County  110  91  67 97 103 468 8.6% 
Total  1182  1114  1030 1006 1080 5412   
Almost	 three‐fourths	 of	 the	 total	 number	 of	 drivers	 involved	 in	 speed‐related	 fatal	 and	
severe	 injury	collisions	were	males,	while	only	a	quarter	were	 female.	 	Males	aged	20‐24	




Driver Age  Female  Speed %  Total %  Male  Speed %  Total % 
Unknown*  0  0.0% 0.0% 3 0.2%  0.1% 
<15  1  0.1% 0.0% 1 0.1%  0.1% 
15‐19  42  2.3% 2.1% 183 10.2%  6.3% 
20‐24  60  3.3% 3.5% 202 11.3%  9.1% 
25‐29  52  2.9% 2.9% 171 9.5%  8.0% 
30‐34  41  2.3% 2.2% 123 6.9%  6.3% 
35‐39  32  1.8% 1.9% 118 6.6%  6.7% 
40‐44  54  3.0% 2.4% 108 6.0%  6.0% 
45‐49  30  1.7% 2.2% 115 6.4%  6.1% 
50‐54  35  2.0% 1.9% 92 5.1%  5.8% 
55‐59  15  0.8% 1.4% 75 4.2%  5.1% 
60‐64  15  0.8% 1.6% 57 3.2%  3.7% 
65‐69  12  0.7% 1.0% 32 1.8%  2.5% 
70‐74  12  0.7% 1.0% 24 1.3%  1.7% 
75‐79  15  0.8% 0.8% 6 0.3%  1.2% 
80‐84  2  0.1% 0.4% 13 0.7%  0.9% 
85‐110  2  0.1% 0.4% 11 0.6%  0.6% 















































































































































































































































































































State	data	 indicates	 that	110	motorcyclists	died	on	South	Carolina	roadways	 in	2012.	 	 In	
South	 Carolina,	 the	motorcycle	 percentage	 of	 total	 traffic‐related	 deaths	 decreased	 from	
12.4%	in	2008	to	9.8%	in	2009,	but	then	increased	each	year	thereafter	to	its	highest	level	
of	 14.3%	 in	 2012.	 	 The	 percentage	 of	 deaths	 in	 2012	 that	 were	 motorcyclists	 (14.3%)	
represents	a	27.4%	 increase	 from	 the	prior	 four‐year	average.	 	 In	our	 state,	motorcycles	
make	up	3%	of	registered	vehicles,	but	motorcyclists	account	for	nearly	12%	of	the	traffic	
fatalities.	 	Data	analysis	of	motorcycle‐involved	fatal	and	severe	 injury	collisions	revealed	








2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Severe Injuries 450 361 379 402 468





































Number  Percent  Number  Percent 
<16  3  1 33.3% 2 66.7%
16‐20  32  20 62.5% 12 37.5%
21‐24  46  30 65.2% 16 34.8%
25‐34  106  83 78.3% 23 21.7%
35‐44  115  94 81.7% 21 18.3%
45‐54  106  84 79.2% 22 20.8%
55‐64  57  37 64.9% 20 35.1%
64+  31  19 61.3% 12 38.7%
Unknown  1  1 100.0% 0 0.0%
















































































































































































































































































































































Pedestrian	 fatalities	 account	 for,	 on	 average,	 12%	 of	 all	 traffic‐related	 deaths	 in	 South	
Carolina.		South	Carolina	experienced	a	high	number	(271)	of	pedestrian‐involved	fatal	and	






In	 pedestrian‐involved	 fatalities	 and	 severe	 injury	 collisions,	 pedestrians	were	 shown	 as	
having	 contributed	 to	 the	 collisions	 more	 than	 65%	 of	 the	 time	 (see	 Table	 14).	 	 Also,	
according	to	state	data	analysis,	alcohol‐impairment	is	high	among	pedestrians	involved	in	
fatal	 and	 severe	 injury	 collisions	 and	 has	 shown	 to	 have	 contributed	 to	 the	 collision.		
Pedestrians	 are	 often	encountered	by	motorists	 at	 night	 on	 secondary	 roads	where	 they	
























































































































































































































































































































































































































































The	number	of	 fatal	 and	 severe	 injury	 collisions	 involving	mopeds	 increased	116%	 from	




2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Severe Injuries 80 96 135 147 160




































(46%),	 more	 than	 one‐third	 (38%)	 occurred	 on	 secondary	 roads,	 and	 the	 remainder	




Moped	Operator	Fatalities	and	Severe	Injuries	 	 	 Moped	Collisions	



























































































months	 or	 less	 is	 not	 required	 to	 obtain	 a	 moped	 operator’s	 license	 or	 possess	 a	 valid	
driver’s	license	during	the	period	of	suspension	when	operating	a	moped.		
	 	








































































































































































































































































2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Severe Injuries 61 78 74 70 70


































The	 figure	 below	 illustrates	 the	 top	 contributing	 factors	 for	 bicyclist‐involved	 fatal	 and	
severe	injury	collisions.		The	actions	of	a	non‐motorist,	in	this	case	the	bicyclist,	accounted	

















































































































































































































































































Intersections	 involve	 two	 or	 more	 roads	 crossing	 or	 merging,	 thereby	 creating	 an	
opportunity	 for	 conflict	 between	 two	 or	 more	 vehicles,	 or	 between	 vehicles	 and	
pedestrians	or	other	vulnerable	roadway	users.	When	vehicles	or	pedestrians	are	passing	
through	an	 intersection	by	either	 turning	or	crossing	 through,	 these	actions	require	road	
users	 to	utilize	 the	same	space,	which	may	result	 in	a	collision	 if	 they	arrive	at	 the	same	
time.	Research	indicates	that	nationwide,	nearly	40	percent	of	all	crashes	and	20	percent	of	
fatal	 crashes	 are	 intersection‐related.	 For	 the	 purposes	 of	 data	 collection	 and	 analysis,	
intersection‐related	 collisions	 are	 defined	 as	 those	 that	 occurred	 within	 250	 feet	 of	 the	
















2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Severe Injuries 1664 1575 1593 1408 1389






















































2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
As	 seen	 in	Figure	59	below,	 the	number	of	 intersection‐related	 fatalities	declined	almost	




























































































































































































































































































































































2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Severe Injuries 14 29 36 36 43























construction	 workers	 as	 well	 as	 drivers.	 	 These	 areas	 are	 identified	 by	 warning	
signs/signals	that	mark	the	beginning	and	ending	of	the	work	area.		Work	zones	are	most	
commonly	 thought	 of	 as	 sections	of	 roadway	on	which	 repairs	 are	being	performed.	 but	
they	can	also	be	mobile	work	activities,	involving	moving	vehicles	and	workers.	
The	 figure	 below	 indicates	 the	 number	 of	 fatalities	 and	 severe	 injuries	 that	 occurred	 in	



























14	 fatal	 and	 severe	 injury	 crashes	 resulted	 in	 the	 deaths	 of	 2	 persons	 while	 severely	
injuring	 14.	 Most	 recently,	 in	 2012,	 there	 were	 43	 work	 zone	 fatal	 and	 severe	 injury	
collisions,	 a	 207%	 increase	 from	 2008	 (see	 Table	 17.)	 	 The	 most	 frequently	 reported	
contributing	 factor	 in	work	 zone	 fatal	 and	 severe	 injury	 collisions	 is	 driving	 too	 fast	 for	
conditions	 and	 failure	 to	 yield	 right	 of	 way.	 	 Charleston,	 Greenville,	 and	 York	 Counties	
experienced	the	highest	number	of	work	zone	collisions.	
Table	 17	 below	 represents	 the	 number	 of	 fatal	 and	 severe	 injury	 work	 zone‐related	
collisions	from	2008	to	2012.		There	was	a	7.5%	increase	in	the	number	of	these	collisions	
from	2008	to	2012.		However,	these	figures	indicate	a	large	decline	from	2003	which	was	




Year  2008  2009  2010  2011  2012 
% Change 
'11‐'12 
Fatal Collisions  2  8  7 12 11 ‐8.3%
Severe Injury 
Collisions  12  16  26 28 32 +14.3%
Total  14  24  33 40 43 +7.5%
	
As	 seen	 in	 Table	 18	 below,	work	 zone	 activities	may	 be	 classified	 into	 several	 different	
types.		Shoulder	or	median	work	may	encompass	clearing	or	shielding	roadside	hazards	to	




























Work	 zone‐related	 collisions	may	 occur	 at	 any	 number	 of	 locations,	 as	 seen	 in	 Table	 19	
(refer	to	Figure	64	for	an	illustration	of	work	zone	areas).		A	work	zone	activity	area	is	one	
in	which	work	takes	place;	the	advanced	warning	area	tells	drivers	what	to	expect	ahead;	

















































Figure	 66.	 	 In	 order	 to	 reach	 the	 Target	 Zero	 benchmark	 of	 21	work	 zone‐related	 severe	

























































































































































































































































2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Severe Injuries 11 3 7 3 8







































































































































































































































































over	 one‐fourth	 (25.8%,	 or	 4,521)	 involved	 an	 impaired	driver.	 	 In	 2009,	 the	 number	 of	
alcohol‐impaired	 driving	 fatalities	 decreased	 to	 374,	 a	 decline	 of	 6.5%.	 The	 number	 of	
alcohol‐impaired	 driving	 fatalities	 increased	 in	 2012,	 to	 348	 fatalities,	 a	 15.9%	 increase	
from	 the	 previous	 year	 (2011).	 Despite	 this	 increase	 in	 2012,	 the	 number	 of	 alcohol‐
impaired	driving	fatalities	remains	10.5%	less	than	it	was	in	2008.	The	number	of	alcohol‐
impaired	driving	fatalities	 in	2012	was	3.1%	lower	than	the	average	of	 the	previous	 four	
years	(359	from	2008	to	2011).	 	From	2008	to	2012,	1,848	people	were	killed	in	alcohol‐	
impaired	driving	crashes	in	South	Carolina,	and	3,759	were	severely	injured.		According	to	
NHTSA,	 348	 persons	 died	 in	 alcohol‐impaired	 driving	 collisions	during	 2012,	making	 up	
40.3%	of	the	total	number	of	fatalities	for	the	year.		This	represents	an	increase	from	2011,	
when	309	(37.3%	of	 the	total)	persons	were	killed	 in	alcohol‐impaired	driving	collisions.	
Unless	 otherwise	 stated,	 the	 data	 presented	 in	 this	 section	was	 obtained	 from	 the	 state	
traffic	collision	master	file.	
	
Figure	 70	 illustrates	 a	 sustained	 decrease	 (21.3%)	 in	 the	 number	 of	 fatalities	 related	 to	
impairment	from	2008	to	2011.		In	2012,	the	state	marked	a	slight	increase	in	the	number	






2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
DUI Severe Injuries 762 813 726 678 780
























South	 Carolina	 has	 one	 of	 the	 highest	 alcohol‐impaired	 driving	 fatality	 rates	 (per	 100	
million	 vehicle	miles	 traveled)	 in	 the	 country.	 	 The	 average	 rate	 from	 2008	 to	 2010	 for	
South	Carolina	was	more	than	twice	that	of	the	national	average.	 	Males	in	the	20‐29	age	
group	continue	 to	be	over‐represented	 in	 fatal	and	severe	 injury	 impaired	driver‐related	
crashes.	 	 While	 it	 may	 be	 plainly	 evident	 that	 the	 most	 frequently	 reported	 cause	 of	
impaired	driver‐related	collisions	was	driving	under	the	influence,	the	second‐	and	third‐	
highest	 contributing	 factors	were	speeding	and	roadway	departure.	 	 In	 fact,	DUI	was	 the	
leading	cause	of	roadway	departure	collisions	from	2008	to	2012	(see	page	14	for	further	
information	on	Roadway	Departure	collisions).	
Almost	 half	 of	 the	 people	 killed	 and	 severely	 injured	 in	 impaired	 driver‐related	 fatal	
collisions	were	aged	15‐34.		Seven	out	of	ten	impaired	drivers	in	fatal	crashes	were	male.	
Nineteen	counties	accounted	for	almost	half	(49.2%)	of	the	impaired	driving‐related	fatal	
and	 severe	 injury	 collisions.	 	 Greenville	 County	 had	 the	 highest	 percentage	 of	 impaired	

















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































More	 than	 two‐thirds	 (66.8%)	 of	 heavy	 truck‐involved	 fatal	 and	 severe	 injury	 collisions	
stemmed	from	crashes	occurring	between	6	a.m.	and	6	p.m.	and	nearly	as	many	occurred	
on	 interstates	or	US	routes	(59%).	Over	half	of	heavy	truck	 involved	collisions	 leading	to	
fatalities	occurred	in	eleven	counties	(Greenville,	Florence,	Richland,	Orangeburg,	Berkeley,	




2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Severe 155 185 184 150 144




























































































































































































































































































































































of	 the	 fatal	 and	 severe‐injury	 crashes	 that	 result	 from	 distracted	 driving	 are	 currently	
underreported	in	South	Carolina.	
Driving	 distracted	 is	 engaging	 in	 any	 activity	 that	 could	 divert	 one’s	 attention	 from	 the	
primary	 task	 of	 driving.5	 This	 includes	 general	 inattentiveness,	 cell	 phone	 use/texting,	
eating,	drinking,	attending	to	objects	inside	or	outside	the	vehicle,	and	manipulating	vehicle	
controls.	 Concerning	 cell	 phone	 use,	 research	 has	 shown	 that	 because	 of	 the	 degree	 of	
cognitive	distraction	associated	with	the	use	of	hand‐held	devices,	the	behavior	of	drivers	
using	 them	 may	 be	 equivalent	 to	 the	 behavior	 of	 drivers	 with	 a	 0.08	 blood	 alcohol	
concentration.6		Additionally,	studies	have	shown	that	a	driver	engaged	in	cell	phone	use	is	
four	 times	more	 likely	 to	 be	 involved	 in	 a	 collision,	with	 no	 significant	 safety	 difference	
observed	between	using	a	hand‐held	or	hands‐free	device.7	
The	data	analysis	reflected	in	this	section	adheres	to	the	standard	definition	of	distracted	
driving	 as	 just	 presented.	 Driver	 distraction	 or	 inattention	 is	 listed	 as	 a	 possible	
contributing	factor	to	a	collision	on	South	Carolina’s	collision	report	form.		Cell	phone	use	
and	texting8	are	also	listed	on	the	report	form.		All	four	factors	are	included	in	the	analysis	
of	distracted	driving‐related	collisions.	 	 In	South	Carolina,	distracted	driving	is	a	factor	 in	
an	average	of	50	fatal	crashes	annually,	ranging	from	a	high	of	60	to	a	low	of	40	crashes.	
According	 to	a	 study	published	by	 the	National	Highway	Traffic	 Safety	Administration	 in	
2011,	an	estimated	3,000	deaths	and	approximately	400,000	 injuries	occur	annually	as	a	
result	 of	 distracted	 driving‐related	 motor	 vehicle	 collisions.9	 Results	 from	 the	 National	





















Distracted	 driving	 as	 a	 contributing	 factor	 in	 collisions	 is	 difficult	 to	 determine,	 since	
investigating	officers	often	must	 rely	primarily	on	self‐reporting,	and	drivers	may	have	a	
vested	interest	in	not	reporting	the	reality	of	their	own	distraction.		Witness	testimony	and	
evidence	 indicating	 distraction	 can	 also	 lead	 to	 the	 determination	 of	 driver	 distraction.		
Driver	 distraction	 is	 suspected	 to	 be	 underreported	 in	 fatal	 and	 severe‐injury	 collisions	
because	police	investigators	frequently	have	difficulty	confirming	distraction	as	a	factor.	
While	 cell	 phone‐involved	 distraction	 currently	 receives	 a	 lot	 of	 attention,	 it	 is	 rarely	
reported	as	a	 contributing	 factor	 in	collisions	when	distractions	are	noted.	 	For	 instance,	
during	the	2008‐2012	time	period,	only	19	fatality	reports	noted	driver	cell	phone	use	as	a	




identifying	 the	 opportunities	 to	 improve	 the	 collection	 and/or	 reporting	 of	 distracted	
driving‐related	crashes	in	the	future.		This	will	enable	safety	experts	in	South	Carolina	to	be	
able	to	not	only	determine	the	extent	of	the	distracted	driving	problem	in	the	state,	but	also	
to	get	a	better	understanding	of	the	appropriate	countermeasures	to	implement.	
	
                                                            
10	Traffic	Safety	Facts	(2013,	April).	Research	Note:	Driver	Electronic	Device	Use	in	2011	(Report	No.	DOT	HS	
811	719)	Washington,	DC:	National	Highway	Traffic	Safety	Administration. 
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Distracted Driving‐Involved Collision Objectives & Strategies 
Objectives (What)  Strategies (How) 
Implementation 
Area(s) 
1.  Research the distracted 
driving problem in the 
state. 
1.1 Explore options for measuring 
statewide cell phone use while driving.  
Public Policy, 
Education 
1.2 Research the possibility of conducting 
an observational survey to research 
the occurrence of and types of 
distracted driving. 
Education 
1.3 Revise the collision report form to 
enhance clarity for officers coding 
distraction in collision investigations. 
Public Policy, 
Education 
1.4 Encourage law enforcement to 
thoroughly investigate distraction as a 
contributing factor during a crash 
investigation. 
Public Policy, 
Education 
2.  Improve the collection and 
reporting of distracted 
driver involvement in 
collisions. 
2.1 Provide officer training on classifying 
distracted driving involved collisions. 
Education 
3.  Utilize data collected from 
citations written for 
texting offense(s). 
3.1 Continue tracking citations written for 
texting while driving. 
Public Policy 
3.2 Identify areas with a high occurrence 
of texting while driving citations and 
collisions. 
Public Policy, 
Enforcement 
4.  Reduce the likelihood of 
vehicles leaving the travel 
lane(s) at high‐crash/risk 
locations by improving the 
roadway. 
4.1 Deploy centerline and edge‐line 
rumble strips. 
Engineering 
4.2 Maintain shoulders to reduce debris 
and edge drop‐offs; use safety edge 
(i.e., pavement edge taper).   Identify 
opportunities to provide additional 
recovery area for vehicles that leave 
the roadway. 
Engineering 
4.3 Expand the use of and maintain 
existing roadway delineation and 
visibility features, which include 
geometric alignment pavement 
markings, raised markers, signs, and 
other devices. 
Engineering 
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Distracted Driving‐Involved Collision Objectives & Strategies 
Objectives (What)  Strategies (How) 
Implementation 
Area(s) 
5.  Enhance driver awareness 
of the risks of distracted 
driving. 
5.1 Develop and implement a statewide 
distracted driving education campaign 
with highway safety partners.  
Education 
5.2 Add distracted driving information and 
questions to driver license test and 
guide. 
Education 
5.3 Encourage technology which shuts off 
communication devices or limits 
phone use while driving. 
Education 
5.4 Encourage large employers to 
implement employee 
bans/agreements on cell phone use 
and other distracted driving behaviors. 
Public Policy 
6.  Research distracted driving 
laws. 
6.1 Classify distracted driving offenses as 
“moving violations.”  
Public Policy, 
Enforcement 
6.2 Enforce existing statutes to deter 
distracted driving. 
Enforcement 
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Emphasis	Area:		Safety	Data	Collection,	Access,	and	Analysis	
Overview	
Target	Zero	is	a	data‐driven	approach	to	eliminating	traffic	fatalities	and	reducing	severe	
injuries.		Timely,	accurate,	complete,	and	accessible	data	is	the	foundation	for	targeting	
resources	and	monitoring	progress	toward	zero	fatalities	and	reducing	severe	injuries.		
Quality	data	is	essential	in	the	ever‐evolving	need	to	study	the	leading	causes	of	crashes	
and	the	evaluation	of	implemented	strategies.		The	data	assists	in	the	identification	of	
proven	and	targeted	countermeasures	in	areas	that	will	have	the	greatest	impact	on	
achieving	our	goal.	
Our	Challenge	
In	recent	years,	more	data	in	the	arena	of	traffic	safety	has	been	collected	than	ever	before.		
As	the	amount	of	data	and	the	number	of	sources	have	grown,	data	integration	has	become	
a	new	challenge	and	goal.		Data	from	collisions	linked	to	driver	records	and	adjudicated	
court	records	can	help	make	a	clearer	picture	of	driving	behaviors.	
	
Safety Data Collection, Access, and Analysis Objectives & Strategies 
Objectives (What)  Strategies (How) 
Implementation 
Area(s) 
1.  Improve data 
timeliness, accuracy 
and completeness. 
1.1  Continue the rollout phase of the South 
Carolina Collision and Ticket Tracking 
System (SCCATTS). 
Enforcement, 
Education, 
Engineering, EMS 
1.2  Continue a data working group to meet 
regularly to review traffic records data and 
discuss areas of improvement. 
Enforcement, 
Education, 
Engineering 
1.3  Improve location coding for all roads, 
including those maintained by the county. 
Engineering 
2.  Integrate traffic 
records data 
systems. 
2.1  Develop and implement electronic 
interface with SC Courts System. 
Enforcement, 
Education, 
Engineering 
2.2  Continue regular meetings of the Traffic 
Records Coordinating Committee and 
follow the recommendations set forth in 
the Traffic Records Assessment. 
Enforcement, 
Education, 
Engineering, EMS 
3.  Utilize data 
collected from 
citations written for 
texting offense(s). 
3.1  Continue tracking citations written for 
texting while driving. 
Public Policy 
3.2  Use DDACTS to identify areas with a high 
occurrence of texting while driving citations 
and collisions. 
Public Policy, 
Enforcement 
	
